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KW JERS-1HY L BAL T ERS-2 1 C Bt . Ko-
vacs 2 T EnviSat Fil Landsat 2038 F) FH & K RLSK
PSR T AR VE RF I LLRRR A B A B (76 Y0) AR
TR IR R (5400) o 4 7% JEF A B B AL (1Y 21 B AR
(FET: R B il 5 o Rl e ) B, O 2% SRS BE R
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SIR-C . RADARSAT-1 A1 L % Bt #l # SAR R99B
fRIRAS TP T 2RI IF 5 . Wishart 36 W AR 45 SAR
B B 2 JE X /2 & Wishart 3 A 1 4% 05, XF
B % #E 47 50 25 o Rao %7 F ] SIR-C . ALOS Al
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W AR B a2 . S5 IR R W], ALOS 19 40 254 2
(96 %) T SIR-C (92% ) , A LA E i X 43 7K 44 L 21
RE BRI o B X 2 T O SR R0 Y 43 2, Kumar
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bl (4 ZLAM AR, 53 BT 1 4 2 FRR 22 09 22 I A RSO0 o
TU SR AN, R 3 dHH Ak 5 5 K 58 U Ak L i
(b I B R N = N DS ) | N @R 5
TECR A A Y 5ED) I, ATk — 20 X 43 3 AN [] 26 A
(K £0A AR, AN, Brown %] I ALOS B 7 5¢
TS WA TE W =AU [F] R 2 0 20 AR A
FEXT LT H/A/ o 53 f# .Y amaguchi 43 f# | Arii 53 i 1
S5 R UM B AL S5 ik 35 B8 B e s AN T8 5 4 B bn
(9 A% Ak e 7 2 S, AT T LA AR SE MR . 5 RE
Hiy S P R A AR LE 20 ARV 18 AR Ak o 7 B s [R] A2
o8 /N o B R B R BE L% (Markov Random
Field)'"™ % & 1'% ISODATA (Iterative Self-
Organizing Data Analysis Technique Algorithm )"
AL Gy VAL T2 N T AL AR A 2 g b BT
TREEROR

TET [ XoF G2 125 02 070 7% B R 5 4 S B R
Il 3T A4 0T B BV, X R AT 43 28 . O %
DR E B2 Pereira % ALOS 5
e g e e R G (U EA R o N IS
R T EF 305325k (Frequency—based Con-
textual Classification) . #f 5% & 8 HH #% fk 1 SAR
8 B0 RO J i, Ik B 10 A4S A Ak AR AE T 3 A4S
SAR FH B 45 B RS BE 5w, SRR SR 73,9,
Kappa & {4 0.734. Thomas %5 F] ] JERS-1 Al
ALOS $t#la w58 17 428k 9 M X I Z0 A AR Al o 3%
fIF 0 5 T U SUAR 25 (1] 43 50 R0 B T R0 9 432, 25
THEARIE LR RIS L m R BK R B AR R
A T LM MG Bl . Dat %73 F ALOS
B IF R T 2L B A 58 . De Santiago 'R H
ALOS B 058 7 VHAE JLIN M A 20 R . ST T
TET 1) % G 1 e SR R U 43 28 L BB T ) A Ak 4
G JBAR B L 2 Bl R U R 22 RURE 43 IR IE O, B
FE T AR S HON B AL IR B 1 0.1/0.9,
3x3 LEE JE I 12 HI L B 5. BF5E W7, X R Rk
OBR B B ) W] 1] T 8035 20 AR 428 o TE 0Bk
FE 2k b, AR B R 91100, XAk fk
92.3% o T LLREARZE RN E L, X2 T K AL
W (Rhizophora racemosa) \ %& /N0 21 2L W (R. man-
gle and R. harisonii) VA J2 B 2L B (Avicennia germi-
nans) , K BEAH LIS 0] 43 28 T REAR 2, XU AKX R
63.4% .
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sion Tree, DT) . 3 ¥F ] & #L (Support Vector Ma-
chine, SVM) . A\ T #h £ W 4% (Artificial Neural Net-
work, ANN) B #L# # (Random Forest, RF )45 #l
i o 2] R W T B 43 2 [ R S g B E Y R AR X
ST UG, 1 R 64T 43 26 . Simard 55
HE T JERS-1 A ERS -1 A8 X 32 15 Vg 3 X 64 213
AR B REAR AN B HEAT T 4028 0 T iR R T
T o SRR, 20 By JORE BE AR XS TR — B
#2957 18% . Held %45 WK A WAL 78 R 12 22 %
R R CASTCR G35 ) T ATRSAR (L AP
W B Ak L C U BT 05 ) FF R T AL 2 21 4 AR 53 2 b
G MRS LE T B AR 1 G 23 1 28 00 45 1
G5 RWL, o)A 4 1 07 R R 44 (79.8 %) 11
T KRAUIRIE (76.520) , Ja B A LKy s, i
A R AR P . Wang R £ i A
Envisat £ 76 2R VL = /A W BF 5 1 A 466 20 B AR ZE 9
B 1) 4 26 A T B O R DR SRR A 2 BV IARORE B
7 80% ,Kappa 2500 0.77. W 5% % 1 £ i AH £ 4
A B T8 5 o0 SRS BE L L0 AR Y A T AR AL s T OE R
F o0 1kt Bl B W Y A A JE Y . Wong 45 RI
FH Hyperion Fl Envisat X 7 # (19 £1 ) bR 17 53 25
TE LT 5 GG B IR R AR O 38 oA 2 SRR 2
% (Wrapper-based Feature Selection) PEAl 4 2541 &
B HE AR R 505 X LT R KBRS R L ANN I
SVM 43250k . S5 R R AR Bk 52 15 11 0
E R, 2 88 ANN AR SR fe i . Chen %5
| H Landsat7/8 1 Sentinel-1A #F 55 T 2015 4% 1 [#
CLR BRI B o S R R T — ] A B e SR
WA, B TR OE EREESE Y
P R R 5 A AE ) — 0 AE 9 4 20 (Normal-
ized Vegetation Index, NDVI) | 2l #F (1 15 — fb /K {4
g 0 (modified Normalized Difference Water Index,
mNDWD) % [ 2 . 45 R KW, Sentinel-1A 1) VH
B 5 mNDWI 54 58 R0 81 % AR KoK AR A B T
A A VA LT AN MR . B Y SR P R R
JE¥IRKF 95% . Bunting %" FI ] ALOS Fl Landsat
BAE2Z T 2010 4F R ERLA B MR JE 2k o i WFIE(E
JHAR i BEALAY 3 2 , 2% 1T i B 4 8 L i 00 2 1
TR &4 3 FDKIE S BN EEE SRTM
RS, RS BE N 94% . Zhen ST AR
53 A FH Bl BL AR bR L 32 L T R (Logistic Model
Tree, LMT) .SVM . & 5 W 55 J5 1k ¥ J& 1 o 5% .
Zhang %7 F| H Radarsat—2 Fil Worldview—3 % 4 Xt

W KT B AR IR A X Y 4 b 240 AR AT 28 R,
F 8 T MR BUMSCRARIE . BFSE R B, e e AR AR
(Rotation Forest, RoF) L T SVM FIF L AR . 1
AN IS F RS HEAT T 10 A% 38 SUISIE , & BRiE L 7R
MRECBEDLARAR A Ge it 22 Lo Z0AR AR i i 43 2 Hfe
B A B i (Kandelia obovate) << ‘H 3 (Avicennia
marina) <<% W % (Acanthus ilicifolius) << i 1¢ #
(Aegiceras corniculatum) , WA b 75 15 %04 v] ok 3%
% B85 A0 AR AEAK 19 4325 . Ferrentino 58 4k 2L 7E I+
RS X R Radarsat—=2 Al ALOS-2 304 IF e 217
VNN R PR PR T 2 O 7 NI AR 7/ R O
PEFE T — A AL AE AR AR I 2%, 76 Al B R e
RPN T AFLRIAR . BEFE S R R IO IR T
TR AL 3 5

VTAE K ) % 5 5 ML 2 2T MRS & 1 5
BT —E KRB BUS T AHM R . Monzon 457
AT ALOS Fil Landsat 24 6 3 5 52 200 AR A 95
PR AZ AT VAR, A58 1T 0% 5 v 0 2 T IR 43 1 i e o
# o Abdel-Hamid %" F] F§ ALOS Fl RapidEye fff
981 35 e 21U 5 00 1AM PR 44 TR ) X 52 1 3k g
AR F R B 2% 2D Sk . fERFIEEER b, B8 T
WAL FRAE SO ARAE OGS RRAE AR EOR 3 Sy
47 Bt (Principal Component Analysis, PCA) . %5
WY, B AL AR B P RO T A 4> 25 %, SAR R
SRR A G VAR BE B R (92.1500) , [H 43 2R
(Classification And Regression Trees, CART) XK Z
(88.43%) , SVM it ik (80.23%) . Thomas %" F|
JI ALOS F1 Landsat £ 4 X 2010 4F 42 2R 16 4~ £L B
MR X HEAT B 5T, fi % O 1 02 IR 43 S8 RN B AL
POy N 75 - NG Il DA I I N 6 B N 7 N o (T
SRTM 5 2 | 5 7K B 45 DA 3R, e A 2 808 HH
HV  NDVT il 5 — £ 7K 44 45 % (Normalized Differ-
ence Water Index, NDWI) , B & ¥ & H 92.2% &
93.3% ,Kappa Z %} 0.86.
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T A TR AR B T R R IR R AR R A
Gy AN, R B I8 00 AH T PR R X 2R bR AT 43 2
iU . Takeuchi 55 Fl ] JERS-1 £ 45 4f 48 [ 3
Tl BT B LA AR IR AT T 0328 A BAH T M L s i
W5y F R LR S A A 9 . Chretien 45 F1 H
ERS-1.ERS-2 il Envisat 84 3 T 1 ¥ 8 1k 43 e 3
ARABFIE T W 27 B b X203 35 . Kim 8671 5T
TR BLIN TR B KA B T AR T, R
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AT = A B 2T AR AR A
24 AWMEYYESHREAR
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Table 3 Methods used in mangrove classification
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Table 4 Effectiveness of mangrove retrieval
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Review on Radar Remote Sensing of Mangrove
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Sciences, Beijing 100094, China;
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Abstract: Mangroves are important plant communities in coastal ecosystems, and have enormous social, eco-

logical and economic values. The development of remote sensing technology provides an efficient and conve-

nient way for mangrove monitoring. Radar remote sensing has a unique advantage in mangrove distribution area

because it has high penetration and is unaffected by cloud and rain. This paper reviews the study on mangrove

monitoring based on radar remote sensing in recent decades in the aspects of mangrove scattering mechanism,

mangrove classification and recognition, and mangrove biophysical parameters retrieval. The summary and com-

parison of different methods in three aspects are also proposed. Finally, the future improvements are discussed

according to the existing problems.
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